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Prompted by several potential tetraquark states that have been reported by the LHCb, CMS and
ATLAS collaborations in the di-J/Ψ and J/ΨΨ(2S) spectra, we investigate their contribution to
two-photon processes. Within a non-relativistic potential model for the all-charm tetraquark states,
we calculate the two-photon decay widths of these states, and test model independent sum rule
predictions. Imposing such sum rule constraints allows us to predict the light-by-light scattering
cross sections in a consistent way and check if any excess, in comparison to the Standard Model
prediction, as reported by ongoing ATLAS experiments can be attributed to intermediate exotic
states.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, a plethora of potential tetraquark
states have been uncovered by several experiments. They
can be composed of only light quarks, heavy quarks or
a mixture of both. A candidate of the second category
is the all-charm tetraquark, which is a cccc bound state.
The first indication of an all-charm tetraquark state was
discovered by the LHCb Collaboration as a resonance
around 6.9GeV, X(6900) in the di-J/Ψ invariant mass
spectrum [1]. Shortly afterwards, the ATLAS collabora-
tion confirmed the excess observed in the LHCb analysis
and described the data using a three resonance model [2].
Simultaneously, the CMS collaboration also confirmed
the excess [3] and employed a three resonance description
of the observed structure, including three Breit-Wigner
resonances and their interferences. The resulting reso-
nances and their corresponding widths are shown in Ta-
ble I.

TABLE I: Breit-Wigner resonance masses and widths of
cccc states seen in di-J/Ψ spectrum with interference

from Ref. [3]

resonance i Mi(GeV) Γi(GeV)

1 6.638+0.043+0.016
−0.038−0.031 0.440+0.230+0.110

−0.200−0.240

2 6.847+0.044+0.048
−0.028−0.020 0.191+0.066+0.025

−0.049−0.017

3 7.134+0.048+0.041
−0.025−0.015 0.097+0.040+0.029

−0.029−0.026

In parallel to this, in 2017 the ATLAS Collaboration
found the first evidence of Light-by-Light (LbL) scatter-
ing [4] in heavy-ion collisions. Subsequently, in a more
recent analysis [5] of the entire data coming from Run 2
at the LHC, this discovery was strengthened to reach a
significance of 8.2 σ. The resulting data in the di-photon
electroproduction cross section has indicated a potential
discrepancy with the Standard Model predicted value,
especially in the 5 to 10GeV region.

On the theoretical side, exotic multiquark states have
been discussed for decades. The first work on an all-
charm tetraquark configuration was made in Refs. [6–8].

Since then, many approaches have been used to predict
the mass spectra for the resulting states. One of the main
ways to tackle this problem is the diquark picture for the
quark interactions inside the bound state. In combina-
tion with a potential, such as the Cornell potential [9] it
can be used to predict the bound states and their char-
acteristics.

LbL scattering, on the other hand, is one of the earli-
est processes predicted by QED [10]. Model-independent
sum rules for LbL processes [11] are particularly useful in
this context. Additionally, work performed in [12] bridges
the all-charm tetraquark searches with the LbL studies.
In particular, it suggests that an all-charm tetraquark
candidate, in this case the X(6900) could be responsible
for the excess of LbL events seen by the ATLAS Collab-
oration.

In this work, we follow and expand upon the diquark
potential model description of Ref. [13] to calculate the
predicted all-charm tetraquark spectrum, including the
D-states as well. For the resulting states we then calcu-
late the two-photon production widths, for the first time.
Our aim is to check whether these states allow to explain
the perceived experimental excess in LbL data. Putting
these results against model-independent sum rule for real
photons we propose a modified potential model for these
states that can potentially accommodate for the existing
experimental data.

In Section II we describe the diquark potential model
used in this work and calculate the resulting spectrum.
After that, in Section III we first calculate the perturba-
tive two-photon widths for axial-vector diquarks and use
them to predict the widths of the all-charm tetraquark
bound states. In Section IV, we introduce the modified
potential model which is fitted to the experimental po-
tential all-charm tetraquark states and is then compared
with other works. Finally, Section V consists of the main
conclusions and an outlook.
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II. TETRAQUARK POTENTIAL MODEL

Considering all interactions between four valence
quarks in a tetraquark requires solving a complicated
four-body problem. A common approximation is there-
fore to introduce a diquark picture. In such framework,
two quarks are bound to form a diquark quasi-particle,
and antiquarks form the antidiquark respectively. Two
of those composite particles are treated as compact and
an attractive interaction between them gives rise to the
bound tetraquark state. Consequently, in such picture
the complicated four-body problem is reduced to three
two-body ones. A pictorial representation of this con-
cept is shown in Figure 1.

FIG. 1: Schematic representation of the diquark picture
considering one-gluon interactions. In this framework,
the four-body problem (left) is converted to three

simpler two-body problems with one-gluon interactions
(right). The quarks q1, q2 form the diquark and q1, q2

form the antidiquark.

The color content of an all-charm tetraquark configura-
tion follow from the SU(3)c representations. Two quarks,
described by a color triplet representation, are combined
as

3⊗ 3 = 6⊕ 3. (1)

The sextet configuration is repulsive, while the anti-
triplet is attractive. For this analysis, only the attrac-
tive anti-triplet will be considered. Similarly, antiquarks
couple as,

3⊗ 3 = 6⊕ 3, (2)

likewise only the triplet will be used. The diquark anti-
triplet and the antidiquark triplet are then combined as,

3⊗ 3 = 8⊕ 1. (3)

We will only consider resulting color singlet tetraquark
bound states, in Eq. (3), which is the most attractive
configuration under one-gluon exchange.

Due to the relatively large mass of the charm quark,
a non-relativistic framework will be adopted. Conse-
quently, for each of the three two-body problems, we will
solve the reduced Schrödinger equation, which is[

1

2m

(
− d2

dr2
+

l(l + 1)

r2

)
+ V(r)

]
u(r) = Eu(r), (4)

where u(r) corresponds to the reduced wavefunction,

u(r) =
R(r)

r
. (5)

The interaction between the charm quarks and between
the charmed diquarks is then approximated by a poten-
tial of the Cornell type [14], consisting of central poten-
tial, complemented by spin-spin, spin-orbit and tensor
terms. The considered potential given by [13],

V =VC(r) + VSS(r)δ
3(r)S1 · S2 + VLS(r)L · S

+ VT (r)

(
(S1 · r)(S2 · r)

r2
− 1

3
S1 · S2

)
,

(6)

with

VC(r) =κs
αs

r
+ br,

VSS(r) =− 8κsαsπ

3m2
,

VLS(r) =− 3κsαs

2m2

1

r3
− b

2m2

1

r
,

VT (r) =− 12κsαs

4m2

1

r3
,

(7)

where r corresponds to the radius from the interaction
center. Eq. (7) contains four parameters, κs is the color
factor resulting from the one-gluon exchange potential,
αs is the strong coupling constant, b is the slope param-
eter from the confinement potential and m is the mass
of the constituents (quarks or diquarks and their anti-
particles).
The Cornell potential requires a numerical solution for

the reduced Schrödinger equation. To avoid the singular
δ-function in the spin-spin interaction potential, a Gaus-
sian smearing function is commonly used instead. Intro-
ducing a smearing parameter σ, the spin-spin interaction
becomes,

VSS = VSS(r)

(
σ√
π

)3

e−σ2r2S1 · S2. (8)

The color factor κs depends on the color configuration
and can be calculated from tree-level Feynman graphs.
In Table II we have listed the factor κs for a quark-quark
anti-triplet (same for antiquark-antiquark triplet) config-
uration and a diquark-antidiquark singlet.

TABLE II: Table of color factors κs for the different
configurations considered.

configuration κs

singlet −4/3
anti-triplet −2/3

As the color triplet state of a diquark composed of two
charm quarks is anti-symmetric, its spatial-spin wave-
function has to be symmetric to comply with the Pauli



3

principle. This leads for ground state diquarks (in an s-
wave orbital state) to a symmetric spin-1 configuration.
As a result, the ground state cc or cc states are spin-1
axial-vector diquark states. Subsequently, the diquark
and antidiquark spins combine to give three different
tetraquark configurations, corresponding with total spin
S = 0, 1, 2. The total spin S combines with the relative
angular momentum between diquark and anti-diquark to
give the total tetraquark angular momentum J . When
the angular momenta operators act upon wavefunctions
of tetraquark states with definite quantum numbers, they
generate the following expectation values for the opera-
tors of VSS and VLS ,

⟨S1 · S2⟩ =
1

2
{S(S + 1))− S1(S1 + 1)− S2(S2 + 1)},

and

⟨S · L⟩ = 1

2
{J(J + 1)− L(L+ 1)− S(S + 1)}.

On the other hand, the tensor operator of VT is
more involved. Our approach and notation is based on
Ref. [13]. The tensor operator for the tetraquark is de-
fined as

Tdd = 12

(
(Sd · r)(Sd · r)

r2
− 1

3
Sd · Sd

)
. (9)

Eq. (9) can be expressed as rank-2 tensors that indepen-
dently act on each diquark as follows:

Tdd = 4 (T0 + T ′
0 + T1 + T−1 + T2 + T−2) , (10)

with

T0 = 2

√
4π

5
Y 0
2 (θ, ϕ)SdzSdz

T ′
0 = −1

4
2

√
4π

5
Y 0
2 (θ, ϕ)(Sd+Sd− + Sd−Sd+),

T1 =
3

2

√
8π

15
Y −1
2 (θ, ϕ)(SdzSd+ + Sd+Sdz),

T−1 = −3

2

√
8π

15
Y 1
2 (θ, ϕ)(SdzSd− + Sd−Sdz),

T2 = 3

√
2π

15
Y −2
2 (θ, ϕ)Sd+Sd+,

T−2 = 3

√
2π

15
Y 2
2 (θ, ϕ)Sd−Sd−,

(11)

where Sd(d)z, Sd(d)z+ and Sd(d)z− correspond to the z-

component, the creation and annihilation operators di-
quark (antidiquark) in the tetraquark construction and
Y mL

L (θ, ϕ) refers to the spherical harmonics. The only
remaining point is to decompose the tetraquark states
into diquark spin eigenstates.

States with L = 0 force the tensor factor to be trivially
zero. For L = 1 the factors were calculated in Ref [13].
We extend their calculation for L = 2, for which the

TABLE III: Tensor factor ⟨Tdd⟩ results for tetraquark
states states with L = 2.

(L, S, J) ⟨Tdd⟩
(2, 0, 2) 0
(2, 1, 1) −104/35
(2, 1, 2) 12/7
(2, 1, 3) −8/7
(2, 2, 0) −28/5
(2, 2, 1) −68/35
(2, 2, 2) 132/49
(2, 2, 3) 32/7
(2, 2, 4) −16/7

tensor factors are presented in Table III. An example
case of this calculation is provided in Appendix A.
The next step is to solve the Schrödinger equation nu-

merically for the potential of Eq. (6). Due to their small
relative contribution compared to the central part of the
potential, we can treat VLS and VT as perturbations. As
a first approach of producing the all-charm tetraquark
spectrum the same parameters as in Ref [13] were used:

αs = 0.5202,

md = 3.1334GeV,

b = 0.1463GeV2,

σ = 1.0831GeV.

(12)

The method employed to solve Eq. (4) was spatial de-
mocratization with the Arnoldi iteration [15]. The solu-
tion range was 0GeV−1 ≤ r ≤ 40GeV−1 covered with
a step of 0.001GeV−1 and the radial wavefunction R(r)
was normalized to unity. The masses of the all-charm
tetraquark states were computed by,

MT (
2S+1LJ) =2md + Edd

+ ⟨VLS(r) + VT (r)⟩dd,
(13)

where Edd is the energy eigenvalue of the diquark-

antidiquark system. The subscript dd states that the
expectation value calculation used the diquark eigenfunc-
tions.
Since the problem has already been solved for S and P -

states in Ref. [13] which we reproduced as a check, we are
focusing here on the D-states of the spectrum. The po-
tential contributions for L = 2 are presented in Table IV
for the first energy shell. As for notation, Vb corresponds
to the linear confinement term, T is the kinetic energy of
the bound states and VV is the Coulomb term of Eq. (7).
Contributions for VLS and VT are significantly smaller
than Edd, thus justifying the assumption made above.
The masses of the all-charm tetraquark bound D-states
are presented in Table V for the first four energy lev-
els. In each shell there are multiple states in a relatively
small energy region making the experimental distinction
between them potentially difficult. The numerical solu-
tions also yield the interpolated radial wavefunction R(r)
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TABLE IV: All-charm tetraquark bound state potential contributions with 13S1 diquarks for states with L = 2. The
same parameters and the same number of digits were used as in [13].

N2S+1LJ Edd (GeV) ⟨T ⟩ (GeV) ⟨VV ⟩ (GeV) ⟨Vb⟩ (GeV) ⟨VSS⟩ (GeV) ⟨VLS⟩ (GeV) ⟨VT ⟩ (GeV)
11D2 0.5809 0.3591 −0.2424 0.4662 −0.0020 0 0
13D1 0.5819 0.3568 −0.2415 0.4675 −0.0009 −0.0126 −0.0034
13D2 0.5819 0.3568 −0.2415 0.4675 −0.0009 −0.0042 0.0019
13D3 0.5819 0.3568 −0.2415 0.4675 −0.0009 0.0084 −0.0013
15D0 0.5837 0.3526 −0.2398 0.4700 0.0009 −0.0239 −0.0061
15D1 0.5837 0.3526 −0.2398 0.4700 0.0009 −0.0200 −0.0021
15D2 0.5837 0.3526 −0.2398 0.4700 0.0009 −0.0120 0.0029
15D3 0.5837 0.3526 −0.2398 0.4700 0.0009 0 0.0050
15D4 0.5837 0.3526 −0.2398 0.4700 0.0009 0.0160 −0.0025

and its value at origin which along with the mass of the
tetraquark states enter the further calculations of two-
photon production.

TABLE V: All-charm tetraquark masses with 13S1

diquarks for states with L = 2. The same parameters
and the same number of digits were used as in Ref [13].

MT (GeV)
2S+1LJ N = 1 N = 2 N = 3 N = 4

1D2 6.8477 7.1460 7.4040 7.6365
3D1 6.8328 7.1318 7.3900 7.6227
3D2 6.8464 7.1450 7.4030 7.6356
3D3 6.8558 7.1545 7.4127 7.6453
5D0 6.8204 7.1208 7.3795 7.6125
5D1 6.8284 7.1284 7.3869 7.6197
5D2 6.8415 7.1409 7.3992 7.6318
5D3 6.8555 7.1545 7.4127 7.6453
5D4 6.8640 7.1633 7.4218 7.6547

III. TWO-PHOTON PRODUCTION OF
TETRAQUARKS

Using the tetraquark wavefunctions as bound states of
a diquark-antidiquark, we are now in a position to cal-
culate the production rate for a tetraquark bound state
in the fusion of two photons, or equivalently the decay
rate of the state to two photons. The resulting Feynman
diagrams for computing the latter process are presented
in Figure 2. Two photons annihilate to produce diquarks
(double line) which form the all-charm tetraquark state
with quantum numbers JPC . The photon to diquark pro-
cess can be calculated with perturbative methods. The
blob indicates the tetraquark wavefunction, obtained as
diquark-antidiquark bound state.

To describe the vertex for spin-1 diquarks interacting
with photons a natural choice is the Standard Model W -
boson coupling, which yields cross sections that respect
tree-level unitarity. The specific Feynman rules can be
found in Appendix B. We work in the center-of-mass

frame with the kinematics and the momenta assignments

γ

γ

JPC

q1

q2

p+

p−

(a)

γ

γ

JPC

q1

q2

p+

p−

(b)

γ

γ

JPC

q1

q2 p−

p+

(c)

FIG. 2: Feynman graphs for the two photon to two
diquark process with the production of JPC tetraquark

state.

q1

q2

p+p−
θ

z

x

FIG. 3: Feynman graphs for the two photon to two
diquark process with the production of JPC tetraquark

state.

presented in Figure 3, with p+, p− corresponding to the
(anti)diquark four-momenta, q1, q2 to the photon four-
momenta and where θ is the angle between q1 with p−.
In order to simplify the process, we use the helicity am-

plitude method. We refer for the details of the calculation
to Appendix B, which yields the helicity amplitudes
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Mλ1,λ2

λ+,λ−
= εν(q2, λ2)εµ(q1, λ1)ε

∗
α(p+, λ+)ε

∗
β(p−, λ−)

[
Mαβ,µν

a +Mαβ,µν
b +Mαβ,µν

c

]
, (14)

where

Mαβ,µν
a =

2ie2d
q1 · p−

[
gαβpµ−p

ν
+ + gµνqβ1 q

α
2 + gαν(−qµ2 q

β
1 − pµ−q

β
2 ) + gβµ(−qν1 q

α
2 − pν+q

α
1 )

+ gαµpν+q
β
1 + gβνpµ−q

α
2 + gανgβµ

(
−1

2
q1 · p− + q1 · q2

)]
,

Mαβ,µν
b =

2ie2d
q1 · p−

[
gαβpµ+p

ν
− + gµνqβ2 q

α
1 + gαµ(−qβ2 q

ν
1 − pν−q

β
1 ) + gβν(−qµ2 q

α
1 − pµ+q

α
2 )

+ gανpµ+q
β
2 + gβµpν−q

α
1 + gαµgβν

(
−1

2
q1 · p+ + q1 · q2

)]
,

Mαβ,µν
c = ie2d

[
gανgβµ + gαµgβν − 2gαβgµν

]
,

(15)

with ed being the electric charge of the diquark.

TABLE VI: Helicity amplitude factors for γγ → V V .
When inserted into Eq. (16) they give the total helicity

amplitudes for this process.

λ+ λ− f0
λ+λ−(β, θ) f2

λ+λ−(β, θ)

1 1 (1 + β)2 (1− β2) sin2 θ
1 −1 0 (1 + cos θ)2

1 0 0 − 2
√
2md√
s

(1 + cos θ) sin θ

−1 1 0 (1− cos θ)2

−1 −1 (1− β)2 (1− β2) sin2 θ

−1 0 0 2
√
2md√
s

(−1 + cos θ) sin θ

0 1 0 2
√
2md√
s

(−1 + cos θ) sin θ

0 −1 0 − 2
√

2md√
s

(1 + cos θ) sin θ

0 0 −(1− β2) (2− β2) sin2 θ

Using inveriance under parity, only two out of the four

photon helicity combinations are independent. Those are
M+1,±1

λ+,λ−
, which corresponds to total helicity Λ = λ+−λ−

being either 0 or 2. The amplitude for different λ+ and
λ− pairs can be reduced to the following form,

M+1,±1
λ+,λ−

=
2ie2d

1− β2 cos2 θ
fΛ=0,2
λ+λ−

(β, θ), (16)

where fΛ=0,2
λ+λ−

(β, θ) are helicity amplitude factors depen-

dent on the angle θ and the velocity

β =

√
1−

4m2
d

s
. (17)

The factors are presented in table VI for both helicity
combinations.
From Eq. (16), partial cross sections for Λ = 0, 2 can

be calculated separately, and their behavior as a function
of center-of-mass energy can be studied. The expressions
for the cross section sum σ2+σ0 and cross section differ-
ence ∆σ = σ2 − σ0 are given by:

σ2 − σ0 =
e4d
8πs

{
38

√
1−

4m2
d

s
− 16

(
2− 5m2

d

s

)
tanh−1

√
1−

4m2
d

s

}
,

σ2 + σ0 =
2e4d
8πs

{
s

m2
d

(
4 +

3m2
d

s
+

12m4
d

s2

)√
1−

4m2
d

s
− 24m2

d

s

(
1− 2m2

d

s

)
tanh−1

√
1−

4m2
d

s

}
.

(18)

It is shown in Appendix C that at low energies the
helicity-2 cross section σ2 dominates, while at high ener-
gies the helicity-0 cross section σ0 is dominant.

In order to calculate the two-photon production of
tetraquark states, we next consider the overlap of the
produced diquark-antidiquark with the final tetraquark.
The conservation of charge conjugation allows only C =

+1 states and the Landau-Yang theorem prohibits J = 1
states in the two-photon production process. Compar-
ing to the states calculated with the Cornell potential
previously, the states that survive are

1S0,
5S2,

3P0,
3P2,

1D2,
5D2,

5D0,
5D3,

5D4.

The non-relativistic calculation from Section II can be
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tied to the perturbative amplitude via the convolution
integral, analogously as was done in Ref. [16] for quarko-
nium states. For fixed quantum numbers, the matrix
element is given by,

⟨NLJmJ |M+±
λ+λ−

|q⟩ =
∫

d3p

(2π)3
Ψ̃N(LS)JmJ

(p)

×

√
2MT

2E(p)2E(p)
M+±

λ+λ−
(p,q).

(19)

The momentum-space wavefunction Ψ̃N(LS)JmJ
(p) is the

Fourier transform of the one calculated by solving Eq. (4)
for the Cornell potential. The normalization factor

in Eq. (19) ensures a consistent normalization between
the normalization used in Feynman diagrams and non-
relativistic normalization when calculating the bound
state in solving the Schrödinger equation. The γγ → dd
helicity amplitudes M+±

λ+λ−
are given by Eq. (16).

The relations between the position-space and
momentum-space wavefunctions are given by:

R̃NL(p) = (4π)

∫ ∞

0

dr r2(−i)LjL(pr)RNL(r), (20)

where jL(pr) corresponds to the spherical Bessel func-
tions of the first kind. The matrix element of Eq. (19)
gives the contribution for fixed quantum numbers and
photon helicities. The matrix element of a definite
tetraquark state is then obtained as:

⟨N(LS)JmJ |M+±
λ+λ−

|q⟩ =(4π)δ0mL

√
2L+ 1

4π
ie2d

∫ ∞

0

dp p2

(2π)3
R̃NL(p)

×

√
2MT

2E(p)2E(p)

∫ 1

−1

d cos θ PL(θ)
fΛ
λ+λ−

(β, θ)

1− β2 cos2 θ
,

(21)

⟨N2S+1LJ |Mλ1λ2 |q⟩ =
∑

mL,mS

∑
λ+,λ−

⟨JmJ |LmLSmS⟩⟨sms|1λ+1λ−⟩⟨N(LS)JmJ |Mλ1λ2

λ+λ−
|q⟩, (22)

where PL(cos θ) corresponds to the Legendre function of
L-th order and only mJ = Λ can contribute.
The knowledge of the matrix elements, allows us to

calculate the two-photon widths. Each width has two
distinct contributions, one for Λ = 0 and one for Λ = 2.
For TJ states with J = 0, there is no helicity-2 contribu-
tion, i.e.

Γ(TJ(Λ = 2)) = 0. (23)

Moreover, since M+− = 0, the helicity-0 two-photon
width becomes

Γ(TJ(Λ = 0)) =

∣∣⟨N1LJ |M++|q⟩
∣∣2

16πMTJ

. (24)

For J ≥ 2, both polarizations should be accounted for.
To achieve this, we average over different mJ and sum
over photon polarizations. The master formula is

Γ(TJ) =
1

(2J + 1)

∑
mJ

∑
λ1,λ2

1

2!

∣∣⟨N3LJ |Mλ1λ2 |q⟩
∣∣2

16πMTJ

.

(25)
For Λ = 0, corresponding with mJ = 0, it yields

Γ(TJ(Λ = 0)) =
1

(2J + 1)

1

16πMTJ

( ∣∣⟨N3LJ |M++|q⟩
∣∣2

+
∣∣⟨N3LJ |M+−|q⟩

∣∣2 ),
(26)

whereas for Λ = 2, corresponding mJ = ±2, so we have:

Γ(TJ(Λ = 2)) =
2

(2J + 1)

1

16πMTJ

( ∣∣⟨N3LJ |M++|q⟩
∣∣2

+
∣∣⟨N3LJ |M+−|q⟩

∣∣2 ).
(27)

The calculation detailed above was repeated for every
allowed state. The results for the states computed us-
ing the parameters of Eq. (12) are shown in Table VII.
The first four energy shells have been included and both
helicity contributions are displayed. The last line of the
table shows the total contribution for the particular en-
ergy shell. For increasing N , one observes a reduction
of the total magnitude. Furthermore, the leading contri-
bution in every level comes from N1S0, which originates
solely from helicity-0 photon pairs.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Results

For forward light-by-light scattering, various sum rules
of experimentally measured quantities have been estab-
lished [17]. In this work we study the implication of the
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TABLE VII: Two-photon decay widths (in keV) for different states of the all-charm tetraquark spectrum for the
first four energy shells using the parameters displayed in Eq. (12).

N=1 N=2 N=3 N=4
states ΓΛ=0 (keV) ΓΛ=2 (keV) ΓΛ=0 (keV) ΓΛ=2 (keV) ΓΛ=0 (keV) ΓΛ=2 (keV) ΓΛ=0 (keV) ΓΛ=2 (keV)
1S0 5.97 0 1.29 0 0.80 0 0.59 0
5S2 1.90 2.30 0.58 0.67 0.36 0.41 0.27 0.30
3P0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3P2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1D2 1.3× 10−3 0 2.0× 10−3 0 2.4× 10−3 0 2.6× 10−3 0
5D0 2.3× 10−3 0 3.4× 10−3 0 4.2× 10−3 0 4.7× 10−3 0
5D2 6.6× 10−4 6.1× 10−2 9.8× 10−4 1.4× 10−2 1.2× 10−3 1.3× 10−2 1.3× 10−3 1.8× 10−2

5D3 0 7.6× 10−2 0 1.8× 10−2 0 1.6× 10−2 0 2.2× 10−2

5D4 6.6× 10−4 2.5× 10−2 9.8× 10−4 6.0× 10−3 1.2× 10−3 5.5× 10−3 1.3× 10−3 7.3× 10−3

total 10.34 2.59 1.61 1.22
sum rule -2.530 -0.362 -0.187 -0.091

helicity difference sum rule for two real photons, that is:∫ ∞

s0

ds

s
[σ2(s)− σ0(s)] = 0. (28)

It was first derived in Refs. [18, 19] from the Gerasimov-
Drell-Hearn (GDH) sum rule [20, 21]. The superconver-
gence relation of Eq. (28) is a model independent predic-
tion that has previously been applied to the two-photon
decays of the charmonium states [16].

Being a model independent result, the sum rule of
Eq. (28) should hold before and after the application
of the tetraquark wavefunction model of Section II. As
Eqs. (21) and (22) show, the helicity amplitudes for
γγ → tetraquarks follows as convolution between the he-
licity amplitudes for γγ → dd̄, with d an axial-vector di-
quark, and the wavefunction of the tetraquark as bound
state of diquark-antidiquark. For the γγ → dd̄ process,
Fig. 8 illustrates that at lower energies the total helicity
Λ = 2 contribution dominates, whereas at higher energies
the Λ = 0 contribution dominates. The sum rule requires
the two different components cancel when integrated to
satisfy Eq. (28). For the γγ production of pointlike spin-
1 diquark and antidiquark states, we illustrate that this
sum rule is exactly verified in Appendix B.

On the other hand, the calculation of the contribu-
tion to the sum rule of Eq. (28) of each tetraquark state
predicted by the model needs approximations. Following
Ref. [16] based on the narrow-width approximation the
sum rule integral for tetraquarks can be expressed as sum
over narrow states:∫ ∞

s0

ds

s
∆σ = −16π2

(∑
T0

Γ(T0)

M3
T0

+ (2J + 1)
∑
TJ
J≥2

−Γ(TJ(Λ = 2)) + Γ(TJ(Λ = 0))

M3
TJ

)
.

(29)
This allows, based on the two-photon widths of Table VII
and Eq. (29), to calculate each specific sum rule contribu-
tion. The resulting components are displayed in Figure 6

against their respective masses. Additionally, the total
contribution of each N -shell in the potential model is
shown in the last line of Table VII.

As one notices from Table VII, the total contribution
to the sum rule integral of Eq.(28) is negative and comes
mainly from the S-states. In more detail, the sum rule
in this low energy range is dominated by Λ = 0 contri-
butions in particular for the 1S0 states. This behavior
contrasts the perturbative calculation described previ-
ously. As one can assume that the integrated strength
in the physical spectrum follows the strength of the un-
derlying diquark picture, complete disagreement between
them casts doubt on some of the underlying approxima-
tions.

In order to remedy the apparent disagreement, it is
natural to have a closer look at the constants entering
the model. Of the parameters entering Eq. (12), αs is an
inherent feature of strong interactions and should there-
fore be the same, while σ is an artifact of the poten-
tial model approach that has a relatively small effect on
the sum rule behavior. On the other hand, the linear
confinement slope parameter b for diquark states is not
strictly set by fundamental arguments. Furthermore, for
the dicharm mass parameter md, different phenomeno-
logical approaches end up with a wide range of values
between 2.770 - 4.015GeV.

In a first attempt to remedy the sum rule result, we
varied both b and md and evaluated their influence on
the sum rule contribution. The diquark mass md stayed
inside the interval mentioned above. Meanwhile, the con-
finement parameter b was kept positive and varied from
zero to 0.5GeV2. In these ranges no mass spectrum with
sum rule contributions consistent with the perturbative
approach was identified. Therefore, a more fundamental
change to the potential of Eq. (7) is required in order to
achieve consistency with the LbL sum rule.

In order to increase the helicity-2 contribution in the
sum rule one could change the energy splitting of the S-
states in the spectrum [22]. The only potential factor
that determines this for states with the same L is the
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spin-spin interaction. For this purpose, we introduce a
rescaling factor cs as

VSS → csVSS . (30)

For cs = 1 the potential is identical to that of Eq. (6).
For cs > 1 the S-state splitting increases, for cs < 1
it decreases, while for cs < 0 the ordering between the
J = 0, 1, 2 states is completely reversed.

By combining the altered potential with varying b, md

and cs leads to a new mass spectrum. The parameters
b and md were varied in the previously mentioned inter-
vals, while cs was assigned the first integer value that
produced a sum rule behavior consistent with the per-
turbative result.

The model was then fitted to the three potential
tetraquark states reported in Ref. [3]. For that purpose,
the results of Ref. [23] were considered, in which the au-
thors suggested that the observed resonances in di-J/Ψ
experiments correspond to spin-2 states. The claim is
based on a perturbative QCD analysis, in which spin-2
states lead to hadroproduction cross sections more than
an order of magnitude larger than their spin-0 counter-
parts. Combining this with the claim that the observed
states correspond with S-wave orbital states, the follow-
ing identification with the states reported in Table I can
be made,

M(25S2) ≈ M1,

M(35S2) ≈ M2,

M(45S2) ≈ M3.

(31)

In fitting the model to the experimental states, the
weighted least squares method was utilized. Conse-
quently, asymmetric uncertainties from the experimen-
tal results were considered separately. The resulting fit
parameters are:

md = 3.20± 0.06GeV,

b = 0.092± 0.025GeV2,

cs = −4,

(32)

where αs and σ were kept the same as Eq. (12). For an
initial estimation of the errors, we created eight datasets
by fitting the model using the higher and lower limits
for the masses of Table I. The standard deviation of the
resulting parameters is then shown in Eq. (32) as a rough
estimate of the parameter errors. A more refined error
estimation could be obtained in the future by a bootstrap
method. The same method as in Section II was applied in
order to solve the Schrödinger equation to obtain the all-
charm tetraquark spectrum. The tetraquark mass states
along with the square of the L-th derivative of the radial
wavefunction at origin are presented in Table VIII. One
notices from Table VIII that the ordering of states with
different spin has been reversed from the results shown in
Table V. At the same time, the energy gaps originating
from different spins have become significantly larger. For

larger values of the spin, the squared wavefunction at

origin |R(L)
NL(0)|2, which enters the two-photon widths,

also increase for the states with the same L, because the
state with the larger S is more bound.
A side by side comparison of the all-charm tetraquark

spectra produced using the parameters of Eq. (12) and of
Eq. (32) is shown in Figs. 4 and 5 respectively. In both
cases one can notice states lying near the di-J/Ψ thresh-
old. The first set of parameters produces three states
lying below threshold, while the alternative fit has two of
them above the threshold. The most significant change
is that in Fig. 5 the ground state is 15S2, compared to
Fig. 4 in which 11S0 is the lowest one. The same trend is
present for all states with same L, but different S. As a
result, the phenomenology of the model changes signifi-
cantly from the traditional spectra like the one of Fig. 4.
Following the procedure detailed in Section III one can

next obtain the two-photon widths for the states of this
fit. The resulting widths as well as the sum rule con-
tribution of each energy shell are presented in Table IX,
and in the non-relativistic approximation given by Ta-
ble XIII in Appendix C. For the lowest shell, the Λ = 2
contributions now dominate over the Λ = 0 ones in both
cases. Note, the evaluation in the non-relativistic limit,
shown at Table XIII gives values which are significantly
larger that their counterparts in Table IX. This poten-
tially originates from the non-relativistic approximation,
ignoring larger momentum contributions when integrated
analytically.
The sum rule behavior is more accurately presented

in Fig. 6 for the two fits respectively. The main compo-
nent of the sum rule comes from states that lie below or
near the di-J/Ψ threshold in both cases. Our fit has evi-
dently reduced the Λ = 0 contributions compared to their
strength in the initial fit. Consequently, the results com-
ing from the model are now consistent with what is ex-
pected from the model independent sum rule. The main
qualitative difference between both results originate from
the states that belong to the first energy shell. Accord-
ing to this model, as the excitation increases, the mass
gaps become smaller and thus we have similar qualitative
behavior regardless of the parameters used.

B. Comparison with experiments

The results for the total sum of partial two-photon
decay widths for the all-charm tetraquark states of Ta-
bles VII, IX, X, XIII are shown in Table XI. Each row cor-
responds to the different parameters used for its deriva-
tion. Both the analytic and approximated calculations
were included, with numerical accuracy similar to [12].
The magnitude of the total contribution is similar for
both sets of parameters. In the approximated calcula-
tion (last column in Table XI), the difference is larger
and close to 15%.
In Ref. [12], the LbL scattering data from ATLAS

[4] was fitted to determine the required the two-photon
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FIG. 4: All-charm tetraquark mass spectrum with 13S1 axial-vector diquarks for the first four energy shells and
parameters from Eq. (12).The blue lines represent individual states and the dashed red line is the physical di-J/Ψ
threshold. When multiple J-values are possible the minimum (Jmin) and maximum (Jmax) allowed J-values are

displayed.
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FIG. 5: Same as Fig. 4 when the model parameters are given by Eq. (32), which were obtained by requiring
consistency with the vanishing of the LbL sum rule of Eq. (28).
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TABLE VIII: All-charm tetraquark masses with 13S1 diquarks and the l-th derivative of the wavefunction at origin.
The parameters used are displayed in Eq. (32). The error is present on the last digit.

N = 1 N = 2 N = 3 N = 4
2S+1LJ MT (GeV) |R(L)

NL(0)|
2 MT (GeV) |R(l)

nl (0)|
2 MT (GeV) |R(l)

nl (0)|
2 MT (GeV) |R(l)

nl (0)|
2

1S0 6.38 1.87 6.74 1.48 6.99 1.30 7.20 1.19
3S1 6.28 3.93 6.70 2.08 6.96 1.58 7.18 1.36
5S2 5.94 10.44 6.62 2.44 6.91 1.72 7.14 1.45
1P1 6.62 0.15 6.90 0.18 7.11 0.21 7.31 0.24
3P0 6.56 0.25 6.84 0.30 7.06 0.34 7.25 0.37
3P1 6.61 0.25 6.88 0.30 7.10 0.34 7.29 0.37
3P2 6.62 0.25 6.90 0.30 7.11 0.34 7.30 0.37
5P1 6.45 0.84 6.77 0.81 7.00 0.80 7.20 0.80
5P2 6.57 0.84 6.86 0.81 7.08 0.80 7.27 0.80
5P3 6.62 0.84 6.89 0.81 7.11 0.80 7.29 0.80
1D2 6.80 0.04 7.03 0.07 7.22 0.10 7.39 0.11
3D1 6.79 0.06 7.01 0.10 7.21 0.15 7.38 0.15
3D2 6.80 0.06 7.02 0.10 7.22 0.15 7.39 0.15
3D3 6.80 0.06 7.03 0.10 7.22 0.15 7.39 0.15
5D0 6.77 0.12 7.00 0.22 7.19 0.31 7.36 0.35
5D1 6.78 0.12 7.00 0.22 7.19 0.31 7.37 0.35
5D2 6.79 0.12 7.01 0.22 7.20 0.31 7.38 0.35
5D3 6.80 0.12 7.02 0.22 7.21 0.31 7.39 0.35
5D4 6.81 0.12 7.03 0.22 7.22 0.31 7.39 0.35

TABLE IX: Two-photon decay width for different states of the all-charm tetraquark spectrum for the first four
energy shells using the parameters displayed in Eq. (32).

N=1 N=2 N=3 N=4
states ΓΛ=0 (keV) ΓΛ=2 (keV) ΓΛ=0 (keV) ΓΛ=2 (keV) ΓΛ=0 (keV) ΓΛ=2 (keV) ΓΛ=0 (keV) ΓΛ=2 (keV)
1S0 1.80 0 1.13 0 0.86 0 0.70 0
5S2 2.58 3.09 0.40 0.45 0.25 0.27 0.19 0.20
3P0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3P2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1D2 4.2× 10−4 0 6.3× 10−4 0 7.8× 10−4 0 9.0× 10−4 0
5D0 1.5× 10−3 0 2.3× 10−3 0 2.8× 10−3 0 3.1× 10−4 0
5D2 4.1× 10−4 5.0× 10−2 6.4× 10−4 1.4× 10−2 7.8× 10−4 1.8× 10−2 8.9× 10−4 1.1× 10−2

5D3 0 6.2× 10−2 0 1.8× 10−2 0 2.2× 10−2 0 1.4× 10−2

5D4 4.1× 10−4 2.1× 10−2 6.4× 10−4 5.9× 10−3 7.8× 10−4 7.5× 10−4 8.9× 10−4 4.8× 10−3

total 7.61 2.02 1.43 1.12
sum rule 1.240 -0.087 -0.219 -0.197

TABLE X: Two-photon decay width for different states of the all-charm tetraquark spectrum for the first four
energy shells using the parameters displayed in Eq. (32) within the non-relativistic approximation.

N=1 N=2 N=3 N=4
states ΓΛ=0 (keV) ΓΛ=2 (keV) ΓΛ=0 (keV) ΓΛ=2 (keV) ΓΛ=0 (keV) ΓΛ=2 (keV) ΓΛ=0 (keV) ΓΛ=2 (keV)
1S0 5.09 0 4.03 0 3.54 0 3.23 0
5S2 11.40 15.20 2.66 3.54 1.88 2.51 1.58 2.11
3P0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3P2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1D2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5D0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5D2 0 3.2× 10−2 0 9.7× 10−3 0 1.3× 10−2 0 1.6× 10−2

5D3 0 4.1× 10−2 0 1.2× 10−2 0 1.6× 10−2 0 2.0× 10−2

5D4 0 1.4× 10−2 0 4.1× 10−3 0 5.5× 10−3 0 6.6× 10−3

total 31.78 10.26 7.96 6.96
sum rule 11.267 0.404 -0.047 -0.165
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TABLE XI: Sum of two-photon decay widths for the
all-charm tetraquark states of the first four energy

levels in our approach and applying the non-relativistic
approximation of Appendix C.

parameters as Γanalytic(keV) Γapprox.(keV)
Eq. (12) 16 81
Eq. (32) 14 69

width of the observed X(6900) resonance. Two scenarios
for the mass and width of X(6900) as given in Ref. [1]
were considered. In Table XII we have included their
primary results which are comparable with our deriva-
tion. The upper row lists the mass of X(6900) in two
models, with and without interference respectively. The
lower row contains the values of the total two-photon de-
cay width needed to make the SM prediction consistent
with the ATLAS results [4] between 5 to 10GeV.

TABLE XII: Mass of X(6900) and corresponding
two-photon widths obtained in [12] from fitting the LbL

scattering data.

parameter interference no-interference
mX (GeV) 6.886± 0.011± 0.011 6.905± 0.011± 0.007

ΓX→γγ (keV) 67+15
−19 45+11

−14

The left column of Table XI falls between 2-3σ of the
two-photon widths of Table XII with and without in-
terference. Our calculation suggests that the all-charm
tetraquark contribution cannot account for the entire dis-
crepancy. However, since the order of magnitude is sim-
ilar, it constitutes a sizable component of the difference.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this work, two-photon widths for all-charm
tetraquark states predicted in a Cornell potential frame-
work to model the interaction between two diquarks were
calculated. Using values in the potential that were previ-
ously used in the literature leads to an inconsistency with
the model independent LbL sum rule of Eq. (28). For this
purpose, a modification that removes the aforementioned
clash was made while accounting for the latest potential
all-charm tetraquark experimental states. The result-
ing calculation shows that all-charm tetraquark contribu-
tions to the LbL process are significant and can account
for a sizable part of the LbL experimental deviation from
the SM.

A limiting factor of this work was the limited experi-
mental information on potential tetraquark states. Anal-
yses of further data by the ATLAS, CMS or LHC Collab-
orations can add potential states to the existing picture
and help refine the fit that was performed. Moreover,
the limited statistics of LbL scattering can be further

improved providing a clearer picture of the perceived
discrepancy. Statistics that allow a narrower binning
would enable a significantly better comparison with the
all-charm tetraquark contributions.
For further studies, once more data becomes avail-

able, the model employed here can also be refined and
enhanced. Supplementary modifications to the poten-
tial used here may be implemented to better account for
emerging states. However, model independent predic-
tions, as the sum rule we explored in the present work,
should remain a key consideration.
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Appendix A: Tensor factor calculations

The tensor factor calculation that produces Table III
is similar for every combination of (L, S, J). Displaying a
single factor computation is sufficient for understanding
how to replicate the process. As done in Ref. [13], only
the factors for the states with the maximum projection
mJ were calculated.
One of the simplest D-states is (2, 1, 3) whose tensor

factor calculation is shown here. In braket notation it is
|J,mJ⟩J = |3, 3⟩J . The tensor operator of Eq. (9) acts
on the diquark basis though. First, the state was decom-
posed into an S-basis vector (|S,mS⟩S) and a spherical
harmonic (Y m

l (θ, ϕ)) using Clebsch-Gordan coefficients.
Afterward, the same was performed to change from S-
basis to the individual diquark and antidiquark basis.
For this particular state it looks like the following,

|3, 3⟩J =|1, 1⟩SY 2
2 (θ, ϕ)

=
|1, 1⟩d|1, 0⟩d − |1, 0⟩d|1, 1⟩d√

2
Y 2
2 (θ, ϕ).

(A1)

The desired product is

⟨Tdd⟩ = S⟨1, 1|Y 2
2 (θ, ϕ)TddY

2
2 (θ, ϕ)|1, 1⟩S . (A2)

One part includes three spherical harmonics integrated
over all solid angles. Such integrals take the well studied
form, ∫

dΩ Y m′∗
l′ (θ, ϕ)Y q

2 (θ, ϕ)Y
m
l (θ, ϕ) (A3)
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FIG. 6: Graphical representation of ∆σ for the all-charm tetraquark as a function of energy s. Both perturbative
result (black) and the individual contributions for each energy level N (red) of the individual tetraquarks are

displayed. The model contributions have been calculated using the parameters of Eq. (12) (left) and the parameters
of our fit eq. (32) (right).

which is non-vanishing when the following selection rules
are obeyed,

l′ = l, l − 2, l + 2,

m′ = m+ q.
(A4)

Enforcing Eq. (A4) means that the surviving terms
should have m′ = 0. According to Eq. (11), only the
terms T0 and T ′

0 survive.
The other part contains the spin operators which act

upon the diquark vectors of Eq. (A1). The correspond-
ing operators act according to the usual spin eigenvalue
relations, these are

Sdz|1,ms⟩d = ms|1,ms⟩d,

Sd±|1,ms⟩d =
√
2−ms(ms ± 1)|1,ms ± 1⟩d,

Sdz|1,ms⟩d = ms|1,ms⟩d,

Sd±|1,ms⟩d =
√
2−ms(ms ± 1)|1,ms ± 1⟩d,

(A5)

which yields the expectation value of the spin part of T0

as,

S⟨1, 1|SdzSdz|1, 1⟩S = 0. (A6)

On the other hand, for T ′
0 the expectation value of the

product of the spin operators is,

S⟨1, 1|(Sd+Sd− + Sd−Sd+)|1, 1⟩S = −2. (A7)

Both T0 and T ′
0 contain the same integral over spherical

harmonics, given by∫
dΩY 2

2 (θ, ϕ)Y
0
2 (θ, ϕ)Y

2
2 (θ, ϕ) = −1

7

√
5

π
. (A8)

Working out the total factors of both contributions,

⟨Tdd⟩ = −8

7
. (A9)

Repeating the same procedure for every accessible com-
bination of (L, S, J) yields the factors in Table III.

Appendix B: Two-photon fusion to W+W− final
state

It was previously assumed that the diquarks couple
to photons exactly as the Standard Model W -boson.
Consequently, to get two-photon fusion to diquarks we
only need the W+W− one. The relevant Feynman rules
are presented below,

γµ

dα

dβ

q
p′

p

iqde
[
(p+ p′)µgαβ − gαµp′β

− gβµpα +
(
qαgβµ − qβgαµ

) ]
,

(B1)

where q = p′ − p and
γδ

γβ

dγ

dα

q2de
2
(
gαβgγδ + gαδgβγ − 2gβδgαγ

)
. (B2)

The unitary gauge was chosen, so the diquark propagator
then is

dµ dν

p
i

i

p2 −M2
d

(
−gµν +

pµpν
M2

d

)
. (B3)

This is a relatively simple tree-level calculation that
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can be done with the usual QFT machinery. The kine-
matics are specified in Figure 3. Explicit expressions for
the particle polarization vectors are also needed. In the
center-of-mass frame, the photon and W -boson polariza-
tion vectors are given as

εµλ1=±1 = ενλ2=∓1 = εµR,L

εµR,L =
1√
2
(0,∓ cos θ,−i,∓ sin θ)

εαλ+=±1 =
1√
2
(0,∓1,−i, 0)

εαλ+=0 =

√
s

2M
(β, 0, 0, 1) (B4)

εβλ−=±1 =
1√
2
(0,±1,−i, 0)

εβλ−=0 =

√
s

2M
(−β, 0, 0, 1).

The evaluation of the graphs in Figure 2 can be per-
formed with the assistance of the rules described in
Eq. (B1), Eq. (B2) and Eq. (B3). The resulting expres-
sion from enforcing the Feynman rules is presented in
Eq. (15). For the helicity amplitude method each com-
bination needs to be worked out separately. After spec-
ifying the frame and for λ1 = λ2 = +1, the amplitudes
becomes

Ma =
8ie2d

s(1 + β cos θ)

[
δλ+λ−

(
1− s

2M2
δλ+=0

)(
−

√
s

2
√
2
β sin θ

)(
−

√
s

2
√
2
β sin θ

)
+ (q1 · ε∗λ−

)(q2 · ε∗λ+
)

+

√
s

2
√
2
β sin θ(ε∗λ+

· εL)(q2 · ε∗λ−
) +

√
s

2
√
2
β sin θ(εR · ε∗λ−

)(q1 · ε∗λ+
)−

√
s

2
√
2
β sin θ(εR · ε∗λ+

)(q1 · ε∗λ−
)

−
√
s

2
√
2
β sin θ(εL · ε∗λ−

)(q2 · ε∗λ+
) + (εL · ε∗λ+

)(εR · ε∗λ−
)
s

8
(3− β cos θ)

]
,

Mb =
8ie2d

s(1− β cos θ)

[
δλ+λ−

(
1− s

2M2
δλ+=0

)( √
s

2
√
2
β sin θ

)( √
s

2
√
2
β sin θ

)
+ δλ2=+1(q1 · ε∗λ+

)(q2 · ε∗λ−
)

−
√
s

2
√
2
β sin θ(ε∗λ−

· εL)(q2 · ε∗λ+
)−

√
s

2
√
2
β sin θ(εR · ε∗λ+

)(q1 · ε∗λ−
) +

√
s

2
√
2
β sin θ(εR · ε∗λ−

)(q1 · ε∗λ+
)

+

√
s

2
√
2
β sin θ(εL · ε∗λ+

)(q2 · ε∗λ−
) + (εR · ε∗λ+

)(εL · ε∗λ−
)
s

8
(3 + β cos θ)

]
,

Mc =ie2d

[
(εR · ε∗λ−

)(εL · ε∗λ+
) + (εR · ε∗λ+

)(εL · ε∗λ−
)− 2δλ+λ−

(
1− s

4M2
δλ+=0

)
δλ2=+1

]
.

(B5)

This expression gives the values of the third column
of Table VI when λ+ and λ− are specified. To show
this calculation through, we take the example values
λ+ = λ− = +1. After some algebra, Eq. (B5) takes
the following form,

Ma =
8ie2d

s(1 + β cos θ)

[
sin2 θ(β + 1)2

+
1

4
(1− cos θ)2(3− β cos θ)

]
,

Mb =
8ie2d

s(1− β cos θ)

[
sin2 θ(β + 1)2 (B6)

+
1

4
(1 + cos θ)2(3 + β cos θ)

]
,

Mc = ie2d

[
1

4
(1 + cos θ)2 +

1

4
(1− cos θ)2 − 2

]
.

Adding these contributions produces the final amplitude,

M+1,+1,+1,+1 =
2ie2d

1− β2 cos2 θ
(β + 1)2, (B7)

which is also present in Table VI. The same operation
for different combinations of λ+, λ− fills the entire third
column. Likewise, producing an equation like Eq. (B5)
for the Λ = 2 contributions and following the same pro-
cedure fills the fourth column as well.
The two-photon sum rule of Eq. (28) should be valid

regardless of the assumed particle spin. Using Eq. (18)
the sum rule behavior over different center-of-mass en-
ergy values s can be clearly displayed. For the scalar
and spinor cases, this was done in [16]. Figure 8 shows
the sum rule behavior for the aforementioned cases of
particles with all empirical parameters set to one.
Axial-vectors behave differently compared to spinors

and scalars. The overall magnitude is larger by a signif-
icant amount. Additionally, In lower energies there is a
positive contribution, compared to the other two cases.
In higher energies though, there is a negative contribu-
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TABLE XIII: Two-photon decay width for different states of the all-charm tetraquark spectrum for the first four
energy levels using the parameters displayed in Eq. (12) within the non-relativistic approximation.

N=1 N=2 N=3 N=4
states ΓΛ=0 (keV) ΓΛ=2 (keV) ΓΛ=0 (keV) ΓΛ=2 (keV) ΓΛ=0 (keV) ΓΛ=2 (keV) ΓΛ=0 (keV) ΓΛ=2 (keV)
1S0 25.53 0 8.37 0 6.21 0 5.31 0
5S2 7.37 9.83 3.21 4.28 2.42 3.23 2.08 2.77
3P0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3P2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1D2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5D0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5D3 0 1.0× 10−2 0 1.8× 10−2 0 2.5× 10−2 0 3.0× 10−2

5D2 0 8.3× 10−3 0 1.5× 10−2 0 2.0× 10−2 0 2.4× 10−2

5D4 0 3.5× 10−3 0 6.1× 10−3 0 8.1× 10−3 0 1.0× 10−2

total 42.75 15.90 11.91 10.22
sum rule -10.400 -1.544 -0.874 -0.611
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FIG. 7: Graphical representation of ∆σ for the all-charm tetraquark as a function of energy s. Both perturbative
result (black) and the individual contributions for each energy level N (red) of the individual tetraquarks are

displayed. The model contributions have been calculated using the parameters of Eq. (12) (left) and the parameters
of our fit Eq. (32) (right).

tion which accounts for the cancellation needed for the
validity of the sum rule. As a result, for axial-vector con-
stituents, the helicity-2 contribution should be dominant
in low energies compared to the helicity-0 counterpart,
with the situation reversed as we go higher.

Appendix C: Non-relativistic approximation

A widely adopted procedure for the calculation of
two-photon widths of mesons is making a further non-
relativistic approximation in the convolution integral for-
mula. The same can also be used in this case, in order to
simplify Eq. (21). This limit requires p ≪ md and β → 0,
since the momentum is assumed to be sufficiently small

compared to other quantities like the diquark mass.
For S-states, such limit simplifies the angular integral

of Eq. (21). The whole expression reduces to one that
can be calculated by hand. Using the definition of the
wavefunction at origin, which is

(4π)

∫
dp p2

(2π)3

∫ ∞

0

dr r2(4π)j0(pr)R10(r) = R10(0),

(C1)
every integral can be removed from the expression.
An easy example for this additional approximation can

be shown for the state 11S0. Consequently, Eq. (22) be-
comes

⟨11S0|M++|q⟩ = (−i)

(
4

3

)2
√

2πMT

3

2α

md
R10(0). (C2)
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FIG. 8: Graphical representation of ∆σ = σ2 − σ0 of
the composite particle as a function of center of mass
energy s. All empirical parameters have been set to 1.
The three different cases refer to axial-vector (black),
scalar (blue) and spinor (cyan) constituent particles.

It is straightforward to substitute into Eq. (23) and get

the two-photon width,

Γ(21S0 → 2γ) =

(
4

3

)2
1

2

α2

3m2
d

|R10(0)|2. (C3)

The computations required have been significantly re-
duced. Eq. (C3) only depends on constants and the ra-
dial wavefunction at origin, which is a direct output of
the code solving Eq. (4).

The simplification involving the value of the wavefunc-
tion at origin is not universal. For D-states it breaks
down and the resulting expression should be calculated
numerically. Nevertheless, the approximation method
was also used for all the non-zero contributions.

The numerical results for the two-photon widths from
the first fit (parameters as Eq. (12)) are presented in Ta-
ble X. The associated sum-rule contributions are shown
in Figure 7. On the other hand, the results from the
second fit (parameters as Eq. (32)) are presented in Ta-
ble XIII and in Figure 7.

The approximated sum-rule contributions are signifi-
cantly larger that the ones of Figure 6. Every shell is
completely dominated by the S-states, with the others
having a very small contribution.
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